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Preface 


This book contains a number of articles written during the past few years (2015-2021). 
The main theme of these articles is that the future of South Indian people is doomed if the 
Southern States remain part of India. 


One: Indian government is transferring large amounts of money from Southern States to 
Hindi-belt states. This is explained with facts and figures in one of the chapters. Chief 
Ministers and other political leaders of these states have complained but they fall into the 
deaf ears of Indian government. 


Two: Large numbers of Hindi-belt workers are moving into Southern States and creating 
unemployment among local workers--the sons and daughters of the soil. State 
governments cannot limit the inflow of Hindi-belt migrants without Indian government's 
consent. Hindi-belt politicians who control the Indian government have no interest in 
limiting Hindi migration into South, because unemployed workers from Hindi-belt 
moving to South helps the Hindi-belt. 


There is no way to stop the economic plunder or the Hindi-migration created 
unemployment in the South. Only alternative is independence from India. A vote 
(plebiscite, referendum) shall be conducted in each Southern State to determine if it 
wants to be part of India or wants to be an independent country. People's wish should be 
implemented. We do not advocate an independent country of all the Southern States 
together. We suggest that each Southern State becoming a separate country. 


Each Southern State has the land area, population, resources, industrial base and educated 
and skilled labour force to be a viable independent country. More than half the countries 
of the world are smaller than any of the Southern State in land area, population and Gross 
Domestic Product (GDP). 


FINAL NOTES 


1) Most articles in this book are self-contained, individual articles, written at different 
times. So some information may be repeated in two or three articles but every article in 
this book has new information not found in other articles. 


2) Author is from South India and thus familiar with the situation in the South. So this 
book concentrates on Southern States. Some of the facts and ideas discussed in this book 
may be applicable to some other non-Hindi states too. I hope our non-southern friends 
would also read this book. 
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Prologue 
(British Raj to Hindi Raj) 


British merchants (The East India Company (EIC)) conquered a number of kingdoms in 
South Asia and essentially ruled them. Their rule started around 1557 and ended in 1858, 
when the British government took control of East India Company's South Asian 
"empire". 


The vast area of South Asia under British Rule was known as India and also referred as 
British Raj (Raj means country is some South Asian languages). No country consisting of 
the area of British Raj existed in history. British rulers created India by combining the 
many kingdoms. Why did they create India? Just for administrative purposes. Bengalis, 
Gujaratis, and Malayalis, for example, are distinctly different people with different 
cultures and languages, like the Germans, Greeks and Italians in Europe. British ruled 
British Raj (India) primarily for the benefit of the British. Vast sums of wealth were 
transferred from India to Britain. British rule ended in 1947 and two countries (India and 
Pakistan) were created. 


What came after the British Raj was not a true, equitable democracy for all the people of 
India but a pseudo-democracy that was heavily tilted in favour of the people of the Hindi- 
belt. 


Because of their large population compared to other languages, Hindi people essentially 
control the Indian parliament and dictate to Indian government policies that favour the 
Hindi-belt and adversely affect non-Hindi peoples. We can say that ''British Raj"' is 
replaced by ''Hindi Raj". Government of the Hindis, by the Hindis, for the Hindis. 
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1. 
The Six Northern Empires Over India 


There is much false propaganda that India is one country for thousands of years. This is a 
calculated propaganda to keep the "British-created India" as a country for the benefit of 
Hindi-belt states. If Hindi-belt states were a country (without the other states), that Hindi 
country, without the thousands of crores of Rupees transferred from non-Hindi states to 
the Hindi-belt states every year (Chapter 4), would be a poor backward country [1 crore = 
10 million]. So the false propaganda that India is an ancient country is spread through 
schoolbooks, radio and television. What is the truth? Was India a single country 
historically? Was "India" ever before ruled from North? 


Most of the current Indian land area has been ruled from Northern India five times in the 
past. Let us discuss them each briefly. 


1) 

Mauryan Empire (approximately 320 BC to 180 BC): Although Mauryas ruled much of 
India; some parts of South India never fell under the rule of this North India based empire 
(search Internet for a map of Mauryan Empire). Mauryan Empire is not a single country. 
It was created by conquest. It was NOT created by the wish of the people but by the 
might of Mauryan sword. 


2) 

Gupta Empire (approximately 320 to 550): Like the Mauryas, North India based Guptas 
ruled much of India; some parts of South India never fell under the rule of this North 
India based empire (search Internet for a map of Mauryan Empire). Again, this was not a 
single country but an empire created by the might of the sword. 


3) 

Delhi Sultanate Empire (approximately 1206 to 1526): Unlike Mauryas and Guptas, 
Delhi Sultans were not of North Indian origin but came from Afghanistan-Turkey region, 
defeated some North Indian kings, established a kingdom in the North, then came South 
to rule parts of South also. The various kingdoms of South and North did not become part 
of this empire willingly but were joined together involuntarily by the sword. 


4) 

Mughal Empire (approximately 1525-1760): Mughals were also not of North Indian 
origin but came from Uzbekistan region, defeated some North Indian kings, established a 
kingdom in the North, then came South to rule parts of South also. Mughal Empire was 
also not a country but an Empire created by the might of the sword. 


5) 

British Indian Empire (1858-1947): British are also foreigners who subdued local 
kingdoms one by one and established the British Indian Empire with its capital in Delhi 
(North India); unlike the previous 4 empires British Indian Empire was part of the larger 
worldwide British Empire. The real power was in London, and Delhi was the seat of the 


Indian Governor-General who reported to the British government in London. Again, 
British India was created under the power of the guns and cannons and not by the consent 
of the people. 


6) 

Hindi Empire of India (1947 - current): Some people may not like the name "Hindi 
Empire of India" or "Hindi Indian Empire" but may prefer Indian Union or Republic of 
India. I understand that. I coined these two names because the post-British Indian 
government is dominated by Hindi-belt politicians, and they rule India in such a way to 
benefit Hindi-belt people; plunder Southern and some other non-Hindi states to benefit 
Hindi-belt is one sign that Hindis rule over India. We will dwell into this post-British 
Hindi Empire in some detail in the next chapter. 
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The Sixth Northern Empires Over India: The Hindi Empire of India 


Outline 


1. Formation of the Current India 

2. False Promises and Erosion of State Powers 

3. Step-Motherly Treatment of Southern States 

4. Need for Independence from the Hindi Empire of India 


We discussed the six Northern Empires Over India in Chapter 1. Here we discuss the 
Sixth Empire (the current Hindi Empire) in some detail. 


1. Formation of the Current India 
(This article was written in 2021) 


There is one major difference between the previous five empires and the post-British 
Hindi Empire: Those 5 empires were established by the might of the sword or gun, and 
not by the consent of the people. The current Hindi Empire was formed with the consent 
of the people, with the exception of Nagaland. Majority of people of each of the regions 
(they were called provinces in British days) of the current India, with the exception of 
Nagaland, had no objection to be part of India. No referendum was held to ask for 
peoples' consent but there was no major demand for independence anywhere except for a 
sizable minority of Tamil people showing an interest in forming an independent country. 


There were two reasons for the regions of diverse cultures and languages agreeing to 
form this India. The party that led opposition to British rule was the Congress Party. 
Before the British left, when some regions could still have convinced Britain to grant 
them independence as separate countries, Congress Party leaders promised a federal form 
of government. As British finalized its plan to grant independence to two countries (India 
and Pakistan) and the day of British departure neared and there is no way British would 
now divide India or Pakistan into smaller countries, Congress Party broke its promise 
of federalism and created a constitution that was semi-federal with substantial 
unitary elements. P. Krishna Mukherjee said, "the constitution that emerged out of the 
August deliberations of the constituent assembly of India in January 1950 is a definitely 
unfederal or unitary constitution" [Reference 1]. [See "Chapter 20: Broken Promises and 
the Need for Independence" for additional information. ] 


2. False Promises and Erosion of State Powers 


Thus the current India was formed on the basis of false promises. Matters did not end 
with the creation of the unfederal constitution that came into effect on January 26, 1950. 
Through constitutional amendments and laws more and more powers were taken from 
state governments and granted to the Indian government controlled by Hindi-belt 
politicians. So much power is taken from state governments to the Hindi-belt-controlled 


Indian government that at least two southern politicians complained openly that state 
governments have about the same power as municipal corporations that govern cities. 


In October 2011, Tamil Nadu State Chief Minister Jayalalithaa criticized the Central 
government for seeking to reduce States into the status of "glorified municipal 
corporations." [Reference 2] 


Things did not change in the ensuing years. In April 2018, Finance Minister of Kerala 
State, T. Isaac, asked, "Is centre (Indian Government) trying to turn state governments 
into glorified municipalities? [Reference 3] 


3. Step-Motherly Treatment of Southern States 


Southern politicians do recognize that Southern States are treated "badly" by the Indian 
government. Here are a couple of more quotes. 


Telugu politician Pawan Kalyan said, "What we all in southern India feel that there is a 
political elite class of Delhi who want to run the entire country, having majority in Uttar 
Pradesh." [Reference 4] Note: Uttar Pradesh is the most populous Hindi state. 


Another Telugu politician and Member of Parliament M. Muralimohan said, "We are 
contributing more to the Central pool in the form of taxes than any other state barring 
Maharashtra. Then why is the Union Government treating us in a step-motherly manner?" 
[Reference 5] 


4. Need for Independence from the Hindi Empire of India 


Southern States' requests, pleadings, comments and criticisms fall into the deaf ears of 
Hindi politicians who rule us as if we are second-class citizens or mere vassals. Hindi 
politicians, whose voters (the Hindi states' voters) benefit greatly from the current 
political system, will never devolve power to states (See Chapter 19: Devolution is not 
the Solution, Division is the Solution]. Only solution is independence from India. Break 
away from the "Sixth Empire Over India: The Hindi Empire". Like the previous five 
empires this empire shall also fall. 
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1. Death of Democracy 


Democracy died in India on OCTOBER 5, 1963. Indian parliament enacted the Sixteenth 
Amendment to the Indian Constitution on October 5, 1963 and killed democracy in India. 
Most of the world talks of India as the most populous democracy in the world. Surely it is 
the second most populous country in the world (this article was written in 2021) but what 
is practiced in India is not true democracy. 


2. The Sixteenth Amendment 


What is this Sixteenth Amendment to the Indian Constitution? The amended constitution 
requires anyone who contests in a State Legislature election or Indian Parliament election 
to “pledges himself. . . to preserve the integrity and sovereignty of the Union of India.” 
Why is this newly added requirement anti-democratic? 


This additional statement in the constitution prohibits those who seek independence for a 
state or region from contesting State Legislative Assembly elections or Indian Parliament 
elections. "Seeking independence for a state or region as a separate country" is a 
legitimate activity. Seeking independence for a state or region as a separate country was 
not a crime in India at that time (1963). 


3. Whither Freedom of Speech? 


Indian Constitution enshrines Freedom of Speech in Part III: Article 19. It states, 
"1. All citizens shall have the right 
a) To freedom of speech and expression; ...". [Reference 1] 


The 16-th Amendment to the Constitution says that anyone who contests for the State 
Legislative Assembly or Indian Parliament cannot speak for independence for his/her sate 
or region. In my opinion (J am not a lawyer), freedom of speech is denied to those who 
want to contest in State Legislative Assembly elections or Indian Parliament elections. 


4. Democracy without Freedom of Speech is not Democracy 


Freedom of speech is a necessary condition for democracy (as long as you do not incite 
violence). The Sixteenth Amendment to the Indian Constitution curtails the freedom of 
speech of political candidates; they cannot ask for independence for their state. If they are 
for freedom, they are prohibited from contesting elections. This is not democracy. 


5. Learn from United Kingdom and Canada 


I am not aware of any democracy prohibiting this activity. Take the example of Canada. 
Parties and people seeking independence for Quebec Province were never prohibited 
from contesting elections. Take the example of United Kingdom (UK). Parties and people 
seeking independence for Scotland were never prohibited from contesting in elections. 
These are true democracies. India is a fake democracy. In India, democracy is a facade 
(an outward appearance that is maintained to conceal a less pleasant reality). 


If those who hold a legitimate, nonviolent political aspiration are prevented from 
contesting elections, it is not democracy. Let us say, for the sake of argument, that there 
are 10 million people in Kerala who want independence for Kerala. If politicians who 
hold the same view are not allowed to contest elections, then these pro-independence 
people has no opportunity to express their view peacefully; they are denied the right to 
express their choice through ballots. You may say there are no 10 million pro- 
independence Keralites. How do you know if pro-independence candidates are not 
allowed to contest? There is one way. Hold a referendum (a plebiscite) asking Keralites 
to vote if they want to separate from India or not. India refuses to do that either. [I gave 
Kerala as an example. What I wrote above is applicable to any state. ] 


6. You Can Shut Peoples' Mouth, Can You Change Their Mind? 


Black statutes like the 1963 amendment may suppress peoples' actions but do not change 
peoples' mindset. Dravida Munnetta Kazhagam (DMK) is a political party in the 
southernmost state of Tamil Nadu that demanded independence for Tamil Nadu. It sought 
to obtain independence through peaceful, democratic process--by contesting and winning 
elections. Immediately after the passing of the 16-th amendment on October 5, 1963, 
DMK dropped its independence demand on November 3, 1963. DMK leaders who used 
to thunder at it public meeting their demand for independence, never again openly asked 
for independence. But some did hold that burning desire in their heart. 


A secret cable sent by the American Consulate in Chennai to the American State 
Department (comparable to what we call Foreign Ministry in India) on July 3, 1975 
describes a very interesting meeting. [This secret cable was leaked as part of a leak of 
several thousand American government documents in 2010.] According to the cable a 
Tamil nadu State Government Minister, Mr. Rajaram belonging to DMK, asked the 
American Consulate in Chennai whether America would support it if Tamil Nadu State 
Government declared independence. The consular officer said "no". 


I am citing this incident to show that silence about independence does not mean there are 
no independence aspirations in the South. Through the 16-th Amendment, Indian 
government has muted politicians from speaking about the need for South breaking from 
India. Who knows which South Indian political leader is doing what privately, secretly? 
Sooner or later people would be fed up with the plunder of the South (Chapter 4) and 
huge inflow of Hindi migrant into the South creating unemployment (see Chapter 10). 
Not many people know how much money is taken out of Southern States and given to 
Hindi-belt states. Let us tell the people from street to street, from platform to platform, 
from social media to social media; tell the people of the plunder of our wealth often and 
loudly. 


7. Final Thought 


I end this article with excerpts from U.S. Congressman Honorable Edolphus Towns' 
speech at the United States Congress on October 2, 1998 [Reference: Congressional 
Record, Page: E1878]. " "India is a country made of many nations. It has 18 official 
languages. While it maintains a democratic form of government, the principles of 
democracy do not seem to apply where the minority nations are concerned.... India's 
breakup is inevitable. I think I speak for most of us here when I say that I hope it happens 
in the peaceful way that the Soviet breakup did." 
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4. 
Plunder of Southern States to Benefit Hindi States 


Indian government, controlled by Hindi-belt politicians, is systematically plundering 
many Southern States (as well as some other non-Hindi states) year after year. Huge 
sums of tax monies are collected from Southern States and transferred to Hindi-belt 
states, year after year--every year for over 70 years (this article is written in 2021). 


Here are the statistics from Reference 1. 


For every 100 Rupees Government of India (GOJ) collected in taxes from the non-Hindi 
southern states of Karnataka, Kerala and Tamil Nadu, GOI gave back Rs. 47, 25 and 40 

respectively in the form of financial grants and Indian government funded infrastructure 
and other projects. 


Karnataka --------------------- Rs. 47 
Kerala ------------------------- Rs. 25 
Tamil Nadu ------------------- Rs. 40 


(The two other southern states of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana are not included 
because the data presented in Reference 1 is prior to the creation of them by bifurcating 
the old Andhra Pradesh in 2014. Telangana Chief Minister K Chandrasekhar Rao said in 
2020 that out of over 50,000 crore Rupees collected in taxes by the Indian Government 
only 24,000 crore Rupees was given back to the state (Outlook; March 12, 2020). That is, 
for every 100 Rupees GOI collected in taxes from Telangana, GOI gave back only Rs. 48 
Rupees.) 


Now see how much GOI gave back to the three large Hindi-belt states. 


Bihar --------------------------- Rs. 96 
Madya Pradesh --------------- Rs. 75 
Uttar Pradesh ----------------- Rs. 176 


The data presented above speaks for itself. Southern States are plundered and the 
plundered wealth is transferred to Hindi-belt states. 


About 40% of the Members of Parliament (MPs) are from the Hindi belt. They could get 
support from another 10% MPs from other regions because of party affiliation or other 
inducements. Thus Hindi politicians control the parliament and enact laws and 
procedures that benefit Hindi-states. There is nothing non-Hindi states can do about it 
other than fretting and fuming. 


People may not know this statistics but political leaders do. This is discussed in Chapter 
3: 


FINAL NOTE 


Most South Indians know that South is discriminated economically but they do not know 
the extent of the economic plunder. The numbers we gave above should be shouted again 
and again from public platforms, newspapers, magazines and Internet. 


REFERENCE 
1. 
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5. 
Southern State Chief Ministers and Finance Ministers Speak Out on the 
Economic Plunder 


Karnataka Chief Minister Siddaramaiah said in March 2018: "Historically, the South has 
been subsidizing the north.... For every rupee of tax contributed by Uttar Pradesh, that 
state receives Re 1.79. But Karnataka receives 0.47." [Reference 1] 


Telangana Chief Minister K. Chandrasekhar Rao said in March 2018: "Telangana has got 
only 81,362 crore Rupees from the Centre in the last four years while the contribution of 
the State to Centre’s revenues was two-and-a-half times more." [Reference 2] 


Kerala Finance Minister Thomas Isaac said in April 208: "Under the 15th Finance 
Commission’s proposal Tamil Nadu stands to lose Rupees 40,000 crore. Kerala would 
lose some Rupees 20,000 crore. It is a pretty big issue." [Reference 3] 


Our Chief Ministers and Finance Ministers can point out the injustice, beg to correct it 
but the power is in New Delhi in the hands of Hindi politicians. Nothing has happened in 
response to our elected leaders' comments and requests. Only way to end this injustice, 
this economic plunder, is for the Southern States to become independent countries. Speak 
out from villages, towns and cities throughout the South about how our monies are 
collected as central government taxes and then a lion's share is given to Hindi belt states. 


Independence is the solution. Independence is our birthright. British rule ended, so shall 
the Hindi rule end! 
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6. 
Another Perspective on the Plunder of South India 


We discussed the huge transfer (plunder) of wealth from Southern States to Hindi-belt 
states in Chapter 4. Some apologists argue that there is nothing wrong in wealthier states 
giving money to poorer states. My response is threefold. 


1) 

How long should Southern States and some other non-Hindi states subsidize Hindi 
states? This plunder of Southern States and some other non-Hindi states is going on for 
over 70 years (ever since the British left and power fell into the hands of Hindi 
politicians). Enough is enough. We work hard and earn money. We want to enjoy our 
money instead of sending huge amounts of money to Hindi states. 


2) 

When America or Japan or other rich countries gives aid to less industrialized countries, 
it is the donor nation (America or Japan, ...) that decide how much to donate. Here it is 
the opposite. Hindi politicians decide how much money is taken out of non-Hindi states 
and given to Hindi states. It is not fair. It is plunder. 


3) 

Hindi politicians decide that outrageously large sums of money should be taken out of 
Southern States and given to Hindi states. How can you justify that Kerala is given back 
only 25% of taxes it pays to India, Tamil Nadu is given back only 40% of taxes it pays to 
India, while the Hindi state Uttar Pradesh is given 179% of taxes it pays. So Uttar 
Pradesh is not only contributing nothing to the Indian government (army, post office, 
railway, etc.), it gets an additional 79%. Where does that additional 79% (that is 
thousands and thousands of Crores Rupees) come from? From Southern States and some 
other non-Hindi states. This is called slave labour, servitude. Why should Keralites work 
hard, pay taxes and get back only 25% while Uttar Pradeshi Hindis are handed over 179 
percent? Outrageous. Unjust. 


Only way to end this plunder is independence for any state that wants it. It is time 
Southern State leaders think seriously about getting out of this Hindia and each southern 
state become an independent country. It is time to raise our voices loud and clear and 
demand independence. 
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7. 
Plunder is Plunder Under any Name 


We established with numbers and statistics that Indian government transfers large sums 
of money from Southern States to Hindi-belt states every year for over half a century; 
year after year, every year. This is nothing but plunder of the South. 


A little over a thousand years ago Malik Kafur came with swords and plundered South 
India of large amounts of wealth. A few centuries later the British came with guns and 
transferred our wealth to Britain. After the British rule, the Hindi Government came to 
power and is now plundering Southern States by passing laws and finance distribution 
policies. 


Plunder is plunder whether it is done by wielding swords, pointing guns or by enacting 
discriminatory financial policies. It must end. Only way to end the plunder is for the 
plundered states to separate from the Indian Union. 


There are two democratic ways for people to peacefully express their wishes. 


1) A referendum (plebiscite). India refuses to allow it; true democracies like Canada and 
United Kingdom allowed such referenda (Chapter 17). 


2) Allow people and parties demanding independence to contest state assembly elections. 
The 16-th Amendment to the Indian Constitution (also known as the anti-secession bill 
of 1963) bans such people and parties to contest in elections (Chapter 3). 


Indian government has blocked these two democratic, peaceful ways for people to 
express their wishes on independence. How can this Hindi-India be called world's largest 


democracy? This is not democracy; this is Hindi dictatorship. 
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8. 
Millions in Financial Aid, None in Tribute 
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1. Introduction 


There are some who argue, "The well-to-do South Indian states should support Hindi-belt 
states financially". If a well-to-do state, out of the goodness of its heart, donates some 
money to another state (financial aid), that is alright; but Indian government should not 
transfer money from one state to another without the consent of the donor state. Also 
Southern States are not full of money. Each Southern States owes huge debts; for 
example, Karnataka State has a debt of Rupees 5.35 lakh crore as of March 2023 
[Reference 1] (1 lakh crore = trillion). Other Southern states have similar debts too. So 
transferring large sums of money from Southern States to Hindi-belt states is 
unacceptable. 


2. Financial Aid or Tribute 
There is major difference between financial aid and tribute. 


Merriam-Webster dictionary gives several definitions for tribute. We use the term 
"tribute" here according to the following two definitions from that dictionary. First 
definition: Tribute is a payment by one ruler or nation to another in acknowledgment of 
submission or as the price of protection. Second definition: Tribute is an exorbitant 
charge levied by a person or group having the power of coercion [Reference 2]. 


What is happening in India falls under these definitions of "tribute". Large sums of 
money is taken out of Southern States and given to Hindi-belt states in spite of 
complaints from the Southern States (Chapters 4, 5). 


3. It is Not Voluntary Financial Aid, It is Forced Tribute 


Rich countries like America provide financial assistance to developing countries. It is 
totally up to the donor countries whether to assist and how much assistance to provide. 
That is NOT what is happening in India. Hindi politicians, without the consent of 
Southern States, transfer large amounts of money from southern states to Hindi-belt 
states. These are not surplus money; the South Indian states are borrowing money to fill 
their own needs because large amounts of their tax monies are transferred to Hindi-belt 
states. Each Southern States has huge debts. For example, as stated before, Karnataka 
State has a debt of Rupees 5.35 lakh crore as of March 2023 [Reference 1] (1 lakh crore = 


trillion). If the Indian government did not transfer huge amounts of money from 
Karnataka to Hindi states like Uttar Pradesh (Chapter 4) year after year, Karnataka would 
not have this debt burden. 


What is happening in India is not Southern States voluntarily providing financial aid to 
Hindi-belt states, what is happening is PLUNDER of South Indian states. This must end. 
Southern States' political leaders have complained about this financial injustice, 
economic discrimination (Chapter 5) but the Hindi-belt politicians who control the Indian 
government continue with the plunder. 


4. Independence is the Only Solution to End the Plunder 


Only way to end this economic plunder is for the Southern States to become independent 
countries. The newly created Southern Countries MAY give some foreign aid to the 
Hindi Country if they wish to do so. This aid would be optional and up to the donor 
countries. The Southern Countries decide if to give financial aid, to whom to give 
financial aid and how much. A few years ago India gave financial aid to Sri Lanka. India 
decided whether to give and how much to give. The independent Southern Countries 
would do the same; each of them would decide whether to give and how much to give. 
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9. 
Standard of Living of Southern States 


We discussed how the Indian government is transferring large amounts of money from 
Southern States to Hindi states in Chapter 4. Let us see how it affects the standard of 
living of the people of Southern States. 


If a large percentage of taxes collected from Southern States were not transferred to 
Hindi states, these monies would have stayed in the respective southern states and would 
have been used for the benefit of the people of these states (for the benefit of the sons and 
daughters of the soil), and the standard of living of Southern States would have gone up 
substantially. 


But for the plunder, our money could be and would be used to build better government 
schools with computers and Internet connections even in rural areas. Teacher salaries 
could be increased. Colleges and technical and trade schools could be better-equipped 
and staffed. This would result in a better-educated future generation. Better-educated and 
trained work force is the key to higher salaries and wages, higher family income and 
higher standard of living. This is not happening because our hard-earned money is taken 
out of Southern States and given to Hindi states. 


With more of our money staying with in state, we can build and equip better hospitals 
thus making better healthcare available to our people. 


With our money staying in our own states, road systems within cities and rural areas 
would be improved for better and cheaper transportation for all. 


Key to higher standard of living is more money. However hard we work and our children 
study, our hard-earned money is taken out to benefit Hindi states. Our standard of living 
increases only at a slow pace, well below what we deserve. 


Also, all types of taxes, business taxes, income taxes, sales taxes and other taxes could be 
reduced if we don't have to send more than half the tax monies to Hindi-belt states 
(Chapter 4). 


Independence of Southern States from India would improve the standard of living. 


Our statement that standard of living of Southern States would improve if we separate 
(secede) from India is substantiated by what a former Finance Minister of India, Mr. P. 
Chidamparam, told American Ambassador Timothy Roemer in a private conversation in 
2009. Here is what Mr. Chidamparam said: "India's growth would have progressed 
better if it comprised its southern and western parts only... The rest of the country 
held the South and West back" [Reference 1]. 
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10. 
Un-Controlled, Un-Limited Hindi Migrant Flow into Southern States 
Creates Serious Problems 


Outline 


1. Unemployment in South India 

2. Political Implications 

3. Root Cause of the Hindi Migrant Crisis 
4. Act Now, Act Now 

5. Concluding Remarks 


1. Unemployment in South India 


In recent years migrants from Hindi-belt states are moving in large numbers into 
Southern States with no control or limit. This is creating unemployment in the receiving 
states. I am not talking here about large-scale appointment of out-of-staters in central 
government jobs. This chapter is about private sector jobs (jobs in private companies). 


Large numbers of Hindi belt migrants are coming into Southern States to work in 
construction, textile, hotels, delivery service, etc etc. This creates unemployment for state 
people (the sons and daughters of the soil) in the Southern States. 


What is the need for importation of Hindi-belt migrants when there is unemployment and 
these unemployed sons/daughters of the states are capable of filling these jobs? States 
should be able to control who and how many comes into the state seeking jobs. 
States should be able to pass legislation that businesses can hire out-of-staters only if they 
advertise the job within the state and no qualified person is available from within the 
state. We define "out-of-staters" as any one who has not lived in the state for 10 years or 
whose parents were not born in the state. 


To my knowledge, state governments do not have the power to pass such legislation to 
protect jobs for the state people and reduce unemployment in the state (I think state 
government can restrict state government jobs to out-of-staters but cannot limit private 
business jobs to state people). Indian government should enact laws giving power to state 
governments to control migration from other states and reduce unemployment in the 
State. 


Hindi politician who control Indian government would not do that. Why? If Southern 
States limit the number of migrants from other states, millions of unemployed people 
from Hindi states could not move into non-Hindi states and thus unemployment in the 
Hindi states would increase. Hindi politicians would never agree to limitations on 
Hindi migrants moving into Southern States. Only solution is independence for 
Southern States. Then we can limit Hindi migrants entering our countries. 


2. Political Implications 


Hindi migrant inflow into non-Hindi states also changes the politics of Southern States. 
People who come into our states seeking jobs with no roots here should not be allowed to 
vote in parliamentary or state legislature elections. Let them vote by mail in their home 
states. Only people living in the state for at least 10 years or had parents from the state 
and can demonstrate reading/writing in the state official language should be allowed to 
vote. 


3. Root Cause of the Hindi Migrant Crisis 


Root cause of the large inflow of Hindi-belt migrants into South India started years ago 
and we are now seeing the consequences. South Indian state governments promoted and 
people observed birth control measures to control population growth at reasonable levels. 
Such population control reduces unemployment in the next (the current) generation. 
Lower unemployment means higher standard of living for all the people. However it is 
not happening and we see today large-scale unemployment in Southern States. Why? 


While Southern State governments and people were acting responsibly, Hindi-belt state 
governments and people gave little attention to birth control and their population 
increased substantially - well beyond what their states’ industries and agriculture could 
support. Those unemployed young and middle-aged men are migrating to Southern States 
now, looking for employment. This is creating unemployment in South India. South India 
is paying for the irresponsible policies of the Hindi-belt states. It is not fair, it is not 
right for South Indian people. Outsiders are taking the jobs while qualified workers are 
available within the state. 


4. Act Now, Act Now 


We need to stop Hindi-belt migration into Southern States now, before it is too late. 
Every week thousands of Hindi-belt migrants are moving into Southern States. There are 
sO many migrants in some cities, we wonder if we are in South India or North India. We 
are neck deep in water. Soon it would be over our head. We should act now. 


5. Concluding Remarks 


Uncontrolled large-scale migration of Hindi-belt migrants into South India is creating 
unemployment within Southern States. Indian government is not doing anything to stop it 
because it is in the hands of Hindi-belt politicians who form the largest group in the 
Indian parliament (about 40% of the members). The solution to protect South Indian 
States is to give state governments the power to limit employment of out-of-state workers 
in private businesses. Pass laws that businesses should advertise job openings within the 
state and only if qualified workers are not available within the state, they should hire out- 
of-state workers. Solution is simple but Hindis-controlled Indian government would 
never allow such control to limit Hindi-belt migration into Southern States. 


Hindi-belt migration, together with the economic plunder of southern states (Chapter 4) , 
is a disaster for the future of the sons and daughters of Southern States. Only way to 
prevent this calamity, this thunder strike on the youth and the next generation of Southern 
States is to secede from India and each state becoming an independent country. Each 
Southern State has the land area, population and natural resources to be an independent 
country. Getting independence from India is not an easy task but it has to be done. Start 
the independence movement without delay. We got rid of British rule in 1947. Let us 
now get rid of Hindi rule too. 
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11. 
Blue Print for an Inter-State Migration Law 


Large numbers of Hindi belt migrants are coming into South Indian States to work in 
construction, textile, hotels, delivery service, etc. This creates unemployment for state 
people (the sons and daughters of the soil) in the Southern States (Chapter 10). We 
present in this chapter a Blue Print for an Inter-State Migration Law. We do not expect 
the Indian government to pass such a law or allow state governments to pass such a law 
but we present one for the record. It is our opinion that separation of South India from 
Indian Union and each state becoming a separate country is best for the future of these 
states. It is, of course, up to the people of each state to decide if they want to be part of 
the India or a separate country. 


Here are the salient points of the Blue Print for an Inter-State Migration Law. 


1) 

All job openings should be advertised within the state and only if a qualified candidate is 
not available, the job should be offered to a qualified outsider. The whole process should 
be documented for audit by state government. Anyone violating this law should be 
severely fined on first two violations and business license revoked after three violations. 


2) 

Out of state workers with a job offer (and their immediate family) shall receive residence 
permit from the state government. Only those with residence permit can be employed, 
and receive state benefits and admission to government or private schools. 


3) 

Out of state workers with residence permit shall not be allowed to vote in parliamentary, 
state legislative assembly or local elections until they complete 10 years of continuous 
residency. They may vote in their birth states in parliamentary, state legislative assembly 
or local elections by mail. 


These are simple rules. They allow for orderly, limited inter-state migration without 
creating unemployment to the sons and daughters of the state. Solution to the current 
Hindi-belt migrant crisis in South India is simple but Hindis-controlled Indian 
government would never allow such control to limit Hindi-belt migration into Southern 
States. We will give Indian government two years to pass such a law or allow state 
governments to pass and implement such a law. If not, it is time to start independence 
struggle in those states that want independence from India. Getting independence from 
India is not an easy task but it has to be done. Start the independence movement without 
delay. We got rid of British rule in 1947. Let us now get rid of Hindi rule. 
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12. 
South India: One Country or Multiple Countries? 


South India comprises of five states: Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, Kerala, Tamil Nadu 
and Telangana. We discussed in Chapter 4 that these Southern States are economically 
plundered. We also stated that separation (secession) from India and independence from 
India is the only solution to protect the interests of the Southern States. 


Should all the five states become independent as a single country or into five independent 
countries? It is my view that each Southern State should become a separate, independent 
country, with the possible exception of Andhra Pradesh and Telangana. Andhra Pradesh 
and Telangana have the same dominant language (Telugu). I am not a Telugu and so I 
have no voice. A referendum in each of these two states shall decide. If each of these two 
states votes for a single country, so be it. If even one of the two vote to be a separate 
country, then there shall be two countries. 


There should be a vote (referendum, plebiscite) in each Southern State to decide if it 
wants to be part of India or independent country. Indian government should accept the 
wish of the people. That is democracy. 


Each Southern State has the land area, population, resources, industrial base and educated 
and skilled labour force to be a viable independent country. With the exception of 
Telangana, other four states have direct access to sea that is useful for international trade. 
More than half the countries of the world are smaller than any of the Southern State in 
land area, population and Gross Domestic Product (GDP). As independent countries, 
people of each of the five Southern states would be economically better off than as part of 
India. I again quote former Finance Minister of India and end this article. 


Former Finance Minister of India, Mr. P. Chidamparam, told American Ambassador 
Timothy Roemer in a private conversation in 2009, "India's growth would have 
progressed better if it comprised its southern and western parts only... The rest of 
the country held the South and West back" [Reference 1]. 
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13. 
When Do we Want Independence? 


Need for independence of Southern States from Hindi-belt controlled India was discussed 
in the previous chapters. When do we want independence? We want independence now! 
This is our wish. This is what we want. We are realistic to know it would take time but 
we should start the movement now. 


Indian government will not hand over independence to states that want independence. 
The fox that steals chicken and getting fat is not going away just because you say so. You 
have to build a fence or chase it away into the woods. We have no illusion that Hindi 
politicians who plunder Southern States and move that money to their Hindi-belt states 
would give that away so easy. We have to ask for it, work towards it, get it! How long 
will it take? 


India's fight to end British rule took over fifty years (I am not going all the way back to 
the 1800s wars between the British and local kings; I am considering the independence 
movement of the people that started in the very late 19-th century). Freedom fighters did 
not know they would achieve their goal in 1947. They did not know the end is near even 
5 years before. In fact British might not have left India in 1947 but for the Second World 
War. 


Bangladesh's direct fight against Pakistani rule was just a few months long. Fortunately 
for them, India came to help them. Their disgruntlement against West Pakistani rulers' 
plunder and discrimination was about 25 years long. 


East Timor's struggle for freedom from Indonesia lasted almost 25 years. 


None of these countries would have gained independence if they did not start the 
independence movement and ploughed on. Whether our struggle would take 5 years or 25 
years, it is time to start the movement, blow the horn, beat the drum that we want 
independence. We want to enjoy the fruits of our hard work; we don't want to send those 
fruits to Hindi-belt states for their consumption. 


Let us start a mass movement for independence now. Remember it is achievable. More 
than 20 countries achieved independence during the past 35 years (this article is 


written in 2021). We can too! 
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14. 
Is it Possible for States to Gain Independence? 


Outline 


1. Introduction 

2. Lessons from History 

2.1 Slovak Republic (Slovakia) 
2.2. Soviet Union 

2.3 America 

2.4 Bangladesh 

2.5 East Timor 

3. Conclusion 


1. Introduction 


We discussed the reasons for independence for Southern States in earlier chapters; one 
primary reason being the plunder of Southern States to benefit Hindi-belt states. The next 
questions are, "Can we get freedom from Indian rule? How?" 


Let us look at the history of the countries that became independent within the last 50 
years. Let us chart a course of action, learning from their history and amending them to 
suit our situation. 


2. Lessons from History 


2.1 Slovak Republic (Slovakia) 


After the Second World War, there was dictatorship in the Eastern European country of 
Czechoslovakia. Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR, Soviet Union) stationed 
some of its army units in support of the dictatorial Czechoslovakia government. Two 
peoples (Czechs and Slovaks) lived in Czechoslovakia, each in its own region. This is 
similar to multiple peoples (Maharashtrians, Gujaratis, Malayalis, Telugus, etc.) living in 
India, each in its own state or region. 


There was political turmoil in USSR in 1989. USSR troops left Czechoslovakia and the 
dictatorship in Czechoslovakia fell and democracy dawned. Many political parties were 
born. Some in the Slovak region wanted independence for Slovakia from 
Czechoslovakia. One such pro-independence party won majority in the Slovak region in 
the 1992 election, and demanded independence; Czechoslovakian government acceded. 
The new country, Slovak Republic (Slovakia), came into existence on January 1, 1993. 
No war, no bloodshed; peoples' wish was granted. It was democracy in action. Let us 
compare it to what is happening in India, the so-called largest democracy in the world. 


Indian parliament passed the 16-th Amendment to the Indian Constitution that 
prohibited people and parties demanding independence for a state or region from 


contesting elections (Chapter 3). So the democratic action that took place in 
Czechoslovakia in the 1992 election cannot happen in India in a peaceful, orderly, 
democratic way. India is not a democracy, it is Hindi-cracy. 


2.2 Soviet Union 


Former Soviet Union (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, USSR) was similar to India 
in its composition; many races (many peoples) lived in different states under a Union 
Government (central government). There was political turmoil, a failed military coup and 
finally end of the dictatorship in USSR during 1988-1991. The states declared 
independence using the prevailing chaotic situation. Fifteen independent countries 
(Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Estonia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Moldova, Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Ukraine and Uzbekistan) were 
born. 


People of Slovakia and the 15 countries were fortunate that the political turmoil in the 
Soviet Union made it possible for them to become independent quickly. Such fortune 
may or may not shine on the oppressed and plundered states of India. If such a situation 
does arise we should be ready to grab the opportunity to declare independence, but we 
should not wait for it because such situations arise very rarely. We should start our 
independence movement now. We discuss three examples of how America, Bangladesh 
and East Timor took the initiative on their own and gained independence in the following 
three sections. 


2.3 United States of America (USA) 


America (USA) is a superpower today. It was under British rule until 1776. American 
people were happy for many many years under British rule. As years went by, they were 
disgruntled with the taxes and other matters and rebelled against British rule. Those were 
the hay days of British Empire where sun never set! How could America fight and win 
against this mighty empire? 


At that time Britain and France were enemies. France saw an opportunity to weaken 
Britain and assisted American freedom fighters with money and weapons. Americans 
fought bravely and skillfully and evicted British military from America. A new nation 
was born. Today America is one of the wealthiest and powerful countries in the world. 


2.4 Bangladesh 


When the British left South Asia in 1947, West Pakistan and East Pakistan joined 
together to form Pakistan (East Pakistan is now called Bangladesh). Although they both 
had predominantly Muslim population, religion was the only common element; they had 
different cultures and languages. Pakistan's central government was dominated by West 
Pakistan. West Pakistan discriminated East economically. Also Pakistan government 
imposed Urdu (the dominant language of West Pakistan) on mostly Bengali speaking 
East Pakistan. The step-motherly treatment of East Pakistan lead to many protests in the 


East. Having failed to end the discrimination, East Pakistan asked for independence. 
Liberation war ensued. Pakistan's rival and enemy India entered the fray, helped East 
Pakistan militarily to liberate it. East Pakistan became an independent country under the 
name Bangladesh. 


2.5 East Timor 


[We are reproducing Chapter 17: Section 2 here because that information is relevant here 
too.] Indonesia took over East Timor in 1975 when Portuguese colonial rulers left. People 
of East Timor fought for independence against the more powerful Indonesian military 
forces. Under pressure from international community, Indonesia held a referendum 
(plebiscite) in East Timor in 1999 on whether East Timor people want independence or 
want to remain part of Indonesia. People voted for independence and East Timor gained 
independence. 


3. Conclusion 


We looked at how a number of countries gained independence in the past 50 years. We 
must seek independence, ask for independence, publicize our thirst for independence 
internally and internationally and do everything possible to gain independence. Will we 
gain independence? If Slovakia can separate from Czechoslovakia, why not us? If 
Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Estonia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Moldova, Russia, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Ukraine and Uzbekistan can 
separate from the mighty Soviet Union (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, USSR), 
why not us? If United States of America can gain independence from British rule, why 
not us? If Bangladesh can gain independence from Pakistan, why not us? If East Timor 
can gain independence from Indonesia, why not us? 
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15. 
Newly Independent Countries since 1990 


We have listed 23 countries that separated from a larger country and became independent 
after 1990. This is not a complete list; we listed those we are familiar; there are a few 
more countries that became independent after 1990. Every one of these countries 
separated (seceded) from a larger country to become an independent country. 


Armenia 
Azerbaijan 
Belarus 
Croatia 
East Timor 
Eritrea 
Estonia 
Georgia 
Kazakhstan 
Kosovo 
Kyrgyzstan 
Latvia 
Lithuania 
Moldova 
Montenegro 
Namibia 
North Macedonia 
Slovakia 
Slovenia 
Tajikistan 
Turkmenistan 
Ukraine 
Uzbekistan 


These countries were once like the South Indian States; they were states or provinces of a 
larger country. These countries gained independence. If these countries can gain 
independence, why not us? Independence is our birthright! We shall ask for it and 
achieve it!! 
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16. 
Hold Plebiscite in States, Let the People Decide 


Those who argue against independence for Southern States often say, "Even in states that 
have some independence aspirations, very few want independence". My retort to them is, 
"How do you know how many people want independence? Did you go to every adult in 
the state and ask their opinion?" Only way to know peoples' wish is to hold a vote (a 
referendum, a plebiscite) on whether they want to separate from India and form their own 
country. I will accept peoples’ wish and shut up if people vote against independence. Will 
Indian government accept peoples' wish if people of a state vote for independence? 


Each South Indian State has population greater than about half the countries of the world. 
They also have the economy and industrial base to function as independent countries. In 
fact, if they become independent counties, their standard of living would be higher than 
now (Chapter 9). 


Do we hold a plebiscite in every state? That is all right with us. Alternately, drop the 16- 
th Amendment to the Indian Constitution (the anti-session law of 1963) (Chapter 3), 
allow pro-independence political parties and individuals to contest in state legislative 
assembly elections. Grant independence to the state if the state legislative assembly votes 
for independence. 


The idea of a vote, referendum or plebiscite on independence is not a novel idea. 
Plebiscites have been held in many countries in the past fifty years (Chapter 17). We 


want such plebiscites held in Indian states also. 
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17. 
Examples of Plebiscite on Independence 


Outline 


1. Introduction 

2. Indonesia and East Timor 

3. Canada and Quebec Province 
4. Scotland and United Kingdom 


1. Introduction 


In Chapter 16, we asked the Indian government to hold a plebiscite in Southern States 
asking state people if they want independence from India or want to be part of India. 
Have there been such plebiscites in other countries? Yes, we give three examples in this 
chapter. 


2. Indonesia and East Timor 


[We are reproducing Chapter 14: Section 2.5 in this short paragraph because that 
information is relevant here too.] Indonesia took over East Timor in 1975 when 
Portuguese colonial rulers left. People of East Timor fought for independence against the 
more powerful Indonesian military forces. Under pressure from international community, 
Indonesia held a referendum in East Timor in 1999 on whether East Timor people want 
independence or want to remain part of Indonesia. People voted for independence and 
East Timor gained independence. 


This is a case of the international community forcing a country to hold plebiscite to 
resolve an ongoing independence struggle. International community will interfere only if 
the oppressed states ask for independence loudly and persistently. It took almost 25 years 
for the international community to force plebiscite in East Timor. 


3. Canada and Quebec Province 


Canada has 10 provinces (states). English is the dominant language in nine of the 
provinces and French is the dominant language in one (Quebec Province). Many 
Quebecers wanted independence from Canada. Pro-independence party, Parti Québécois, 
won the provincial election in 1976 and came to power in the Province. [Unlike the 
Indian government, Canadian government did not prohibit pro-independence parties to 
contest elections. That is true democracy; what is happening in India is fake democracy, a 
facade of democracy, dictatorship of the Hindis.] 


The Quebec Province government of Parti Québécois held a plebiscite in the province on 
20-th May 1980. Canadian government did not stop it. 40.44 of the people voted for 
independence and 59.56% voted against independence. Both the Canadian government 
and the Province government respected people's wish. This is democracy in action. 


4. Scotland and United Kingdom 


United Kingdom (UK) consists of England, Northern Ireland, Scotland and Wales. There 
are independence aspirations in Scotland. The pro-independence party, the Scottish 
National Party (SNP), came to power in Scotland in 2011. [Unlike the Indian 
government, the UK government did not prohibit pro-independence parties to contest 
elections.] Government of Scotland held a referendum on 18-th September 2014. The 
referendum question was, "Should Scotland be an independent country?" Voters may 
answer "Yes" or "No". 55.3% voted "No" and 44.7% voted "Yes". Both sides accepted 
the wish of the people of Scotland, and Scotland remains part of UK. 


All we ask the Indian Government is to hold a similar referendum (plebiscite) in each 
Southern State to decide if the people of the state want to remain part of India or want to 
be an independent country. That is democracy. What is happening in India is Hindi rule. 
Indian government is for the Hindis, by the Hindis and of the Hindis. This is 
unacceptable. We want a plebiscite in each Southern State. 
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18. 
State Legislative Assembly Elections are not Plebiscites 


Those opposed to plebiscite argue that elections for state legislative assembly are like a 
referendum on independence; the fact that people vote in these elections is proof that 
people do not want independence. This is utter nonsense. 


I want independence for my state. Yet I vote in every election for one or other state party 
(regional party). If people like me boycott the election, all-India parties like the Congress 
Party or Bharatiya Janatha Party (BJP) may win more seats from our state. That is why 
those who want independence for our states do not boycott elections. 


We ask the Indian government controlled by Hindi politicians, "Why are you beating 
around the bush? Hold a plebiscite on independence. Many countries have conducted 
plebiscite and obeyed the verdict (Chapter 17)". If you are so sure that there is no support 
for freedom, hold a plebiscite. What are you afraid of? Are you afraid that people would 
vote for independence and your years of plundering Southern States would end? 


Related question. Why was the 16-th Amendment to the Indian Constitution (the Anti- 
Secession law) passed in 1963? This amendment blocks pro-independence people and 
parties from contesting elections (Chapter 3). So voters have no opportunity to express 
their preference for pro-independence candidates and parties. 


Hold a plebiscite or allow pro-independence candidates to contest elections. Let the 
people of each state decide their future. 
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19. 
Devolution is not the Solution, Division is the Solution 


Outline 


1. Introduction 
2. Definition of Insanity 
3. A Challenge to Indian Government 


1. Introduction 


There are well meaning people who argue that there is no need for division of India into 
multiple countries, all we need is devolution of power to states. 


What is happening in India is "negative devolution". More and more power is taken away 
from state governments and given to the central government (Indian government). That 
is, More and more power is handed over to Hindi-belt politicians who control the central 
government. This power is used to plunder Southern States and some other non-Hindi 
states for the benefit of Hindi-belt states (Chapter 4). Hindi politicians are not going to 
give more power to states. Only way is independence for those states that want to 
separate from India. It may not be easy but independence for states is the solution. More 
than 20 countries have separated from a larger country and became independent in the 
last 30 year (this article was written in 2019) (Chapter 15). 


2. Definition of Insanity 


Albert Einstein said, "The definition of insanity is doing the same thing over and over 
and expecting different results." This is exactly what we are doing. Our political leaders 
have been asking for devolution again and again for years (Chapter 20: Section 3). No 
more power was devolved to states, instead Indian government has taken more power 
from states ("negative devolution"). Under these circumstances, repeatedly asking for 
devolution fits Einstein's definition of insanity. Are we insane to repeat our request for 
devolution for another 50 years? No. Independence for Southern States is the solution. 


3. A Challenge to Indian Government 


I throw this challenge to those who say there is no need for independence. We will totally 
give up our independence demand if Indian parliament passes the following two 
constitutional amendments within two years (2 years). 


Requested Amendment to the Indian Constitution - 1 


One, We want the following Amendment to the Indian Constitution on Financial 
Distribution: All states get from the central government the same percentage of money 
received from the state. That is, for example, if Uttar Pradesh (a Hindi-belt state) gets 
back 85% of the tax monies that central government collected from Uttar Pradesh, then 


Kerala should also get back 85% of the tax monies that central government collected 
from Kerala (a Southern State). That is fair, that is just, that is right. What is happening 
now is, Uttar Pradesh gets 176% and Kerala gets 25%. Amend the Indian Constitution 
that every state gets back the same percentage. 


Requested Amendment to the Indian Constitution - 2 


Two, We want the following Amendment to the Indian Constitution on Inter-state 
Migration: State governments have the right to enforce interstate migration of workers. 
States may implement an interstate migrant worker system by issuing work permit to out- 
of-state workers. Businesses shall offer jobs only to those out-of-state workers with state 
issued work permits. Anyone who is born in the state or at least one parent is from the 
state or has been living in the state continually for at least 10 years shall be considered a 
state person; all others are out-of-state persons and shall not be offered jobs without state 
issued work permits. Any out-of-state person without work permit shall not get 
subsidized food or other social welfare schemes. 


If Indian parliament does not pass these two amendments within 2 years, we urge 
everyone to join the independence movements. We cannot and shall not wait forever 
hoping Hind politicians will do the right thing. Independence is the solution! Let our cry 
for freedom be heard loud and clear!! 
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20. 
Broken Promises and the Need for Independence 


Outline 


1. Promises Made 

2. Promises Broken: Unfederal Constitution 
3. Promises Broken: Negative Devolution 
4. Final Thoughts 


1. Promises Made 


As we noted in Chapter 19, there are well meaning people who argue that there is no 
need for division of India into multiple countries, all we need is devolution of power to 
states. It is, in fact, with the PROMISE of broad devolution of powers to states that the 
current India was formed in 1947. 


Congress Party leaders of the 1940s, mostly from the North, promised a federal structure 
of government to induce states to stay with India. Congress leader Jawaharlal Nehru 
moved a resolution in the Constituent Assembly on December 13, 1946 (just a few 
months before the British rule ended) that "States shall possess and retain the status of 
autonomous units, together with residuary powers and exercise all powers and functions 
of government and administration, save and except such powers and functions as are 
vested in or assigned to the Union, or as are inherent or implied in the Union or resulting 
there from." This resolution was accepted by the Constituent Assembly on January 22, 
1947. Yet, after the British left, this strong federal provision was left out of the 
constitution that came into effect on January 26, 1950. This did not go unnoticed. 


2. Promises Broken: Unfederal Constitution 


M. Thirumala Rao said on the floor of the Constituent Assembly on November 22, 
1949, "Situated as we are, we wanted to have a federal constitution but we have produced 
a constitution that is mostly unitary." 


P. Krishna Mukherjee said, "the constitution that emerged out of the August 
deliberations of the constituent assembly of India in January 1950 is a definitely 
unfederal or unitary constitution." (P. Krishna Mukherjee, "Is India a federation?", The 
Indian Journal of Political Science, July-September 1954.) 


3. Promises Broken: Negative Devolution 


So what was supposed to be a federal constitution changed to an "unfederal" constitution 
by the time the constitution came into effect on January 26, 1950. That was not the end of 
it. In the succeeding years more and more power was taken over by the central 
government (union government). 


Pinarayi Vijayan is the Chief Minister of Kerala. This is what he had to say: "We are all 
aware that the terms of reference [to the 15-th Finance Commission] have created 
apprehension about the principles of fairness and equity in the distribution of national 
resources for development. The unity of India can be preserved only if there is real 
fairness and equity in devolution of financial powers and resources to the states by the 
Centre [Indian Central Government]". (Daijiworld.com; April 10 2018) 


Thomas Isaac is the Finance Minister of Kerala. He said, "If you take the post- 
independence history [of India], there have been steady inroads into the state subjects... 
That has been the trend. But now it is part of a total strategy of creating a nation, 
stamping out every diversity.... You find, for example, all the laws that were passed in 
parliament.... A common denominator is abridging state power. A number of them are 
in the pipeline like Fisheries Act, among others. They now want to shift health also in the 
concurrent list. So this is a whole strategy of stamping out diversity in India." 
(Huffingtionpost.in; September 18, 2019) 


Tamil Nadu State Chief Minister Karunanidhi said, "The states should have autonomy 
in administering their own affairs and this principle should be enshrined in the 
Constitution. All states must have equal rights, and the Centre [Indian government] 
*should not be an overlord." (ThePrint.in; August 8, 2018) 


Tamil Nadu State Chief Minister Jayalalithaa made a speech at a conference in New 
Delhi on internal security on April 16, 2012: "The constant attempts to reduce States to 
the level of glorified Municipal Corporations heavily dependent on the Centre [Indian 
Government] for funds is a travesty of the federal nature of our existence. This attitude is 
disturbing and the implication of such exercises is not conducive to either state or 
national growth." 


4. Final Thoughts 


What we are seeing is more and more power is taken away from states and the central 
government grabbing more and more power. It is a bait-and-switch from what Congress 
Party leaders promised in the last months of British rule. Under these circumstances, 
states must have the right to separate from the Indian Union and become independent 
countries. It is up to each state to decide whether to be part of India or not. It is not up to 
the Indian government (controlled by Hindi-belt politicians) to decide whether a state can 
separate from India and become an independent country. Hold plebiscite in the states and 
let people decide. That is democracy. 
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21. 
Religion is not Enough to Unite India 


A common argument raised to keep India as a country is that Hinduism unites India. It is 
true that majority of people are Hindus in Hindi belt states as well as in Southern States. 
It does not mean India should be a single country. 


If religion were a unifying force, then most of Europe would have been a single country. 
No country in Europe is calling to consolidate all the Christian European countries into a 
single country. [European Union is not a single country; it is a union of several 
independent, sovereign countries with their own armies; any country can leave the union 
by giving a notice of intent. ] 


If religion were a unifying force, then the predominantly Muslim East Pakistan (now the 
Independent Bangladesh) would not have fought a war to separate from the 
predominantly Muslim West Pakistan (the present Pakistan). In spite of the religious 
identity East Pakistan fought to separate from West Pakistan because West Pakistan 
economically plundered the East and also imposed its dominant language (Urdu) on the 
mostly Bengali speaking East Pakistan. These two conditions exist between the Hindi- 
belt states and Southern States also (economic plunder and language imposition). Some 
may even tolerate language imposition but economic plunder destroys (lowers) our 
standard of living. We study and work hard but Hindi-belt states are using the fruits of 
our labour. Southern States would be much better off economically if we separate from 
India. 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


22. 
What about Corruption? 


Some of those opposed to independence for South India argue, "There is already so much 
corruption in South India. Corruption would increase even further if you get 
independence." This argument has no validity. 


I agree that there is too much corruption in Southern States and it must be brought down. 
Why do you think that corruption would increase after independence? 


There is huge corruption in the Indian government. Don't believe me? Reference 1 lists 
the "Most infamous corruption scandals of India". These corruption scandals involve the 
Indian Government directly (such as bribes to give military equipment contracts) or by 
individuals. Each of the corruption scandals involving the Indian government is so huge, 
it boggles our mind. For example, bribe in purchasing helicopters for government use 
was 3600 crore Rupees; bribe in Coal Allocation was 1.8 lakh crore Rupees (1 lakh crore 
= | trillion). These are recent corruption cases; the helicopter purchase corruption was in 
2013 and coal allocation corruption was in 2012. 


Reference 2 provides a long list of corruption cases involving the Indian government and 
state governments. There are far more corruption cases outside of South Indian States 
than in South Indian States. 


So the argument that corruption in South Indian states would increase if they were to 
become independent countries has no logic or rationale. 
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23. 
Benefits of a Large Country 


Some argue that being part of a large country like India has its benefits and so South 
Indian states should not secede from India. 


Being part of a large country has its benefits ONLY IF the financial benefits are 
distributed equitably among the different states. That is not happening in India. Wealth 
from Southern States, as well as some other non-Hindi states, is transferred to Hindi-belt 
states year after year, every year, since the 1950s (Chapter 4). Southern States would be 
much better off if they secede from India. 


Here is what former Indian Finance Minister P. Chidamparam told American 
Ambassador Timothy Roemer in 2009: "India's growth would have progressed better if it 
comprised its southern and western parts only... The rest of the country held the South 
and West back" [Reference 1]. 
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24. 
South Indian Students Discriminated During Ukraine Evacuation 


The evil step-motherly attitude of the Indian government towards South Indians rang 
loud and clear during the evacuation of Indian students from Ukraine during the Russia- 
Ukraine war. 


War broke out between Ukraine and Russia in February 2022. There were about 18000 
Indian students studying in Ukrainian universities. Death and destruction were 
everywhere. Indian government arranged for the evacuation of Indian students back to 
India. Flights were arranged to bring them back. This is when Indian government's evil 
step-motherly face turned towards South Indian students. 


Indian government gave preference to North Indian students in the evacuation. Students 
who reached the evacuation location first and registered for evacuation should have been 
evacuated first. That is the right thing to do: the "first come, first served principle". Indian 
government did not do that. Instead it evacuated North Indian Students first and then 
South Indian students. This is evil, unjust, step-motherly treatment of the South. Here are 
excerpts from an article published in a well-respected Indian newsmagazine [Reference 
1]. These are statements from South Indian students, as reported in Reference 1. 


“There were around 70-80 seats available on a flight. North Indian students had arrived 
just that morning. We had been waiting for 24 to 48 hours. Officials struck out names of 
South Indian students in favour of prioritising North Indian students for evacuation.” 


“There was a flight which was scheduled for 15 Malayalis from Kerala. However, for 
unknown reasons, the flight for the Malayalis was cancelled, and they were replaced with 
North Indian students." 


"North Indian students were favoured for evacuation ahead of South Indian students, in 
open defiance of the first come first serve principle." 


This Ukrainian incidence shows that even in critical situations in a war zone Indian 
Government discriminates against South Indians. Are we the lesser children of India? 


Think about it again. Suppose there is a major all-out war between India and another 
powerful country. Suppose that country's Air Force is bombing all over India? Will 
Indian Government give priority to protect the people of the Hindi-belt from enemy Air 
Force bombing and abandon South India? Let us not forget what happened in Ukraine in 
2022. People who do not learn lessons from past events would suffer in the future. 


Putting everything together, the economic plunder (Chapters 4 -9), Hindi migrant influx 
into the South (Chapters 10, 11), and now the step-motherly, discriminatory treatment in 
the evacuation from a war zone all tell us it is time for the Southern States to separate 
from India and become independent countries. Then our students would not be sent to 


stand in the back of the line while Northern students are given priority in evacuation from 
death and destruction. 


It is time Southern States wake up and take action towards independence. 
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25. 
Future of South India as part of the Hindi Empire of India 


Future of South India as part of the Hindi Empire of India is bleak and doomed. Our 
wealth will continue to be plundered; our state powers would continue to be taken over 
by Indian government. Another threat is the inflow of lakhs of Hindi-belt migrants into 
South India (10 lakhs = million). This is a great threat. There is no way to stop the 
economic plunder or Hindi migrants. 


Our Chief Ministers, Finance Ministers and other political leaders have pointed out these 
problems to the Indian government again and again (Chapters 5, 20). Hindi politicians 
who control the Indian government refuse to do anything about it because the current 
situation benefits their people (Hindi-belt people). We can continue to complain, plead 
and beg. Situation will not change. 


Only way to protect our economy and jobs is to secede from India and form our own 
countries. Independence for Southern States is the only option that would protect the 


welfare of our children and grandchildren. 
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26. 
Shout from Every Street Corner About the Plunder of South 


Most South Indians know that South is discriminated and Hindi-belt is dominating us. 
However they do not know the extent of the plunder of our hard earned money. If they 
know that they are getting back only about 40% of their tax moneys while the Hindi state 
Uttar Pradesh gets 179% of what they pay India in taxes (Chapter 4), most South Indians 
would be appalled. 


If the concept of percentage does not make sense and is too mathematical, explain to 
them what percentage is in simple terms. Or, let us put it in another way. South gets less 
than half of what we pay in taxes while Uttar Pradesh gets more than one-and-a-half 
times what it pays in taxes. It makes a lot of difference in our living standards. 


If South is not plundered in order to give huge sums of money to Uttar Pradesh and other 

Hindi-belt states, more of our taxes would remain in our states to spend for the benefit of 

our southern states. Then we can spend more money for our schools, for our hospitals, for 
our transportations, and much more. We are unable to do that because Indian government 
collects taxes and gives a lion's share to Hindi-belt people. 


The current large-scale migration of workers from Hindi-belt to South is also another 
problem. There is no need for Hindi-belt migrants when there is unemployment in our 
states. We are unable to find jobs. We suffer. 


Our leaders have brought it to the attention of the Indian government, parliament, prime 
minister, finance minister and anyone else who matters (see Chapters 5, 20). Indian 
government does not care. British plunder of South India is less than the Hindi-belt 
plunder of South India. We got rid of British rule; we should get rid of Hindis rule too. It 
does not matter whether our overlords are white skinned are brown skinned. It does not 
matter whether our overlords are from ten thousand kilometers away or from one 
thousand kilometers away. W don't want our wealth plundered, we don't want our hard 
earned moneys given to Hindi-belt states. 


Tell the people this again and again in every possible way of communication. Arrange 
public meetings periodically in every village, every town and every city in South India. 
Create your own websites and express these views or just put links to news items, articles 
and books. Post them in social media. Tell it in every language spoken in the South. Do 
whatever you can. 
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